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Reply to Office Action of September 26, 2006 

REMARKS 

This Response is being filed in reply to the outstanding non-final Office Action dated 
September 26, 2006, issued in connection with the above-identified application. Presently, 
claims 1-3, 5-9, 11-15, 17-21, 23-27, 29 and 30 are pending in the application. With this 
Response, claims 1, 7, 13, 19 and 25 have been amended; and claims 5, 11, 17, 23 and 29 have 
been canceled. No new matter has been introduced, and favorable reconsideration is respectfully 
requested. 

The Applicants note with appreciation that claims 5, 11, 17 and 29 have been indicated as 
containing allowable subject matter. More specifically, the Examiner indicates that the cited 
references fail to disclose, teach or suggest "a radio communications system that is a two-way 
satellite communication system having a star topology," as recited in the above claims. The 
Applicants respectfully point out that dependent claim 23 includes the above limitation as well. 
Thus, it is assumed that the subject matter of dependent claim 23 is also allowable. Although the 
Examiner suggested rewriting the above claims in independent form, the Applicants have 
chosen, instead, to incorporate the allowable subject matter of these claims into their 
corresponding independent claims. 

Claims 1-2, 7-8, 12-14, 19-20 and 25-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chen (U.S. Application No. 2003/0064743, hereafter "Chen"); and claims 3, 6, 9, 
15, 18, 21, 24, 27 and 30 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chen. The Applicants respectfully traverse the above rejections for the following reasons. 

To expedite prosecution, the Applicants have amended independent claims 1, 7, 13, 19 
and 25 to incorporate the allowable subject matter of dependent claims 5, 11, 17, 23 and 29. In 
particular, the independent claims have been amended to point out that the radio communication 
system of the present invention is a two-way satellite communication system having a star 
topology. As indicated by the Examiner, this feature is not disclose, taught or suggested by the 
cited references (see, Office Action, page 5). 

Therefore, independent claims 1, 7, 13, 19 and 25 (as amended) are believed to be 
distinguished over the cited references. Likewise, dependent claims 2-3, 6, 8-9, 12, 14-15, 18, 
20-21, 24, 26-27 and 30 are distinguished over the cited references based on their dependency 
from independent claims 1,7, 13, 19 and 25. 
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In light of the above, the Applicants respectfully submit that all the pending claims are 
both novel and non-obvious over the prior art of record. The Applicants respectfully request that 
a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. If any additional fees are due in connection 
with this application as a whole, the Director is authorized to deduct such fees from deposit 
account no. 02-1818. If such a deduction is made, please indicate the attorney docket no. 
(01 15426-938) on the account statement. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Mark D. Pratt 
Reg. No. 45,794 
Customer No. 29158 
Phone: 202.955.7003 
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